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: [= I have given you my thoughts concern- 


Church of England, are 


lick Church may. 
1 prove from Soipture, and che Writers of 
the Primitive Church. Firſt from Scripture. 

The * Schiſm of the Corinthians according to: 10 ef 


and [of 1 and I of Cop b, and 10 

Chris, i. e. ſome of them ſaid 1 were con- 

vertedito and inſtructed in the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion by'S; Paul, others by — — 


tf 


as wich: your ar earneſtrequeſt, 


ing N — It is my _ 


. and 2 — — — 
Au ofthele.rwo ** 9 
fins, of Schiſm and Hypocriſy,  - ©" 
1. Of Schiſm; becanſe they C 8 1 


with thoſe Aſſemblies which ſeparate from a 


ſound part of the Cartholiak Church: that 


— from; a. ſound part of the Catho · 
5 roperly be call d Schiſm, 


. 10. L. Tis | 


S. Paul's account of it, conſiſted in chis} 
that evety one of them faid , Im of Paul 


e Gal. 3. 20. 


(2) 


by 8. peter, others by Chriſt himſelf, and ſo 


would have themſelves diſtinguiſh d by their 
«x Cor. 3-31. Teachers; and glory d in them . — 


to the preeminence of one above the other: 
This occafiond Animofities and Quarrels 


amongſt them, and on account of theſe St. 
(61 Cer.3.3- paul *ſaies they were carnal; and elfewhere 
reckons ſuch contentions amongſt the works 


of the Fleſh, the doers of which he ſaies, 
- thall not inherit the Kingdom of God. 


Here it is to be obſerv d that though the 
1 — differ d ſo much among them- 
« 1 Cor. 14 + Gares, yet they *came together to one place; 

1 they did not ſet upſeparate Aſſemblies in 
oppoſition to each other; if they had, we 
may eaſily ſuppoſe that St. Pan wuld have 


given them a ſeverer rebuke, and made their 


he repreſene. 
It is an argument 2 7 minori 10% majus ; 5 1f the 
Corinthians were guilty'of.Schiſm who thus 


— in opinion, and yet came to one 


Jace; then thoſe are much more ſo, whodit- 
ering likewiſe in opinion about leſſer mat- 


ters, 5. nſake the Aſſembly of the Church. 


'Tis 2a fault for Man and Wife, Parents and 


Children to differ and quarrel about ſmall 
concerns.,, when: * live rogether:; but-if 


upon. 


Schiſm to be much worſe © than that which 


cc 


be from a ſound part of the Catholick 


CA) 


of a 


e 


* 


. 00 f 


you b 


| ſuppoſe as before the ſeparation-to 


Chucrh ; and that the ſeparatiſts do not diſ- 
agree with it in Fundamentals. Now our 
Difſenters at preſent do not deny the Church 


1 4 
= 


of England to be a ſound partof he Catho- 
lick Church ; or that it has the eſſentials of 
a true Church ; they agree with it in points 
of Dodrine, but only differ from it in Go- 


vernment, 


(4) 


nment, and circumſtantials of wo 


rſhip ; 


L. 52. 53. 


7 "OF he ——— of bie Chnich was ſer. 
35 _ 1 and continded*in die 

WHU Church of Chriſt without $24 felt. 
ruprioh Tor 1860 feats: and'asto the Rites | 
and Ceremonies us d in it; they are no other, 


chan What are fuitahle to th Order and de- 
N is eſcribd by 


Pall. 
Wbetefore nce the Aﬀe 


ſet up in o 
ty of Schiſm; It admits of no dif ure that 


the Occafional Conformifts who" omi 
cute with them in all parts of their wc 
= guilty of Schifm roo. 


Rights ofthe 
ners p. (6 


verfaries indeed bell us thar © tho 


harr and kindneſs for us; and that chere- 


« fore 


they perſwade us that That Love and unity 
Which our Saviour preſctibes to all his Fol- 


lowers can berpreſerv d*4prongft choſe, who 
go to oppoſite Aſſemblies? *Tis remarkable 
dat the Anthor. of thi" Kp tle ro the, He- 


conſi- 
der 


ons. after his e them 70 


. the Chiirch * the 4890 


12 — 232%, * oi? 


blies which 15 
ion to the Church are guil · 


they ſeparate from us, yet they preſer ve 


y are not guilty of Schiſm, which 
© only confifts in uncharitabletivfh. Bur can 


* 


der one another to provoke anto op an good 
works, immedistely recotubtienes hs as 2 
means of provoki ng int@Love,; and che dd. 
ing acts of kindneſs and bæneficence to one 
another; Not 10 forſake* The Aſembling o 
themſelves together , as tht manner cf Jene 
wa", S. Johns tells us that if u walk in the n to. 25 
Light , we have fellowſhip one "with another?“ leu 7 
Qui cum Deo colligantur, neceſſario etiam in- 
ter ſe colligantur , faies' Gele apon de 
rr r 0 IR; HY: AE DOLLRT 2G 30K; ö 
place. S. Paul“ ſaies that the Church is one. rpter . 
body, and that Chrift is the head, from wbich or 
all the body by joynts and bands bas 'nou- 
 riſbment , and is knit together. Now if we 
purſue S. Pauls compariſon, #5 members 
cut off from the body cannot have Hlotitigh- + + © 
ment miniſtred to them; ſo thoſe who ſe-. 
parate themſelves from a true Church can. 
not be ſupply d yak e ee eee, 
becauſe rhey cur themſelves off from a pirt 
of the Cathofick Church, of which Chriſt is 
It chen ſeparation Hot à true Church de- 
prives them of the influences and benefits of. 
our Sabiodr, the Charity ind kindnéfs which 
they preſerve for us, "\ ll do chem but little 


ſervice, = eee usa fl 
Fut we knew fo confiſtent Charity is 
„5 1 with 


kb 


what Heartbu 


# If | 
+=. * 


1 f 
% » 


Ns 


— — 
pagries . 
. 


rence and deduction from the H. Scriptures, 
that the ſeparation from the Church of En- 


6465 


with their Separation, we know how it im- 
broyl d the Nation in Qyarrels and confuſion 
from 40 to 60; hey have been 
ſtrugling ever fince ; particularly at this time, 


- 


, 


nings and Animoſities there 


gland is Schiſm. 2h. I shall shew it to be fo 
5 1 according 


the Authority of St..Cyprian and Firmilian: 


re prepoſutum®. And again, Non aliunde nata 8 20 


tatis apoftatamfecerit*. + «In his Bpiſ 


(9) 
according to the ſenſe of the Writers of the 
tirſt Ages. ö 
Schiſm (faies the foceagntionts Writer «) rte. 
in the opinion of the Fathers, is an unnecef- 
fary deſertion of a lawful: Bishop. So far 1 


agree with him being ſupported chiefly by 


the Former — Hinc ad Schifmata proſili- 
tur, dum obtrefatur ſacerdotibus, dum Epi- 
ſcopis invidetur ; cum 2 aut queritur non fe 
potius ordinatum; aut dedignatur alterum fer- 


. lo & Lirore. 


ſunt ſchiſmata, quam inde quod ſacerdoti. Dei 
non obtemperatur, nec unus in Eccleſia ad tem- 


pus ſacerdos, & ad tempus judex vice Chriſti 
 cogitatur*. The latter ſaies, Mevere 


IS chif- c Ep. 5% 4 


maticus qui ſe a communione — aſticæ uni- 


to St. Cyyriaa. 
But ſays the aforemention 4 Writer, abn.. 


ful 1 in the writings of the Fathers, i is I 
the Paſtor of a ſingle Congregation*. Any. n 5, _ 
one that has read Dr, Maurice's Books againſt 


N. Baxter, and M.. Clarkson would — 


at: this confident aſſertion; becauſe he ſeems 


to have fully anfwer'd all the pretences that 


thoſe two induſtrious Authors could muſter 
up for Congregational Epiſcopacy in the firſt 


Ages af the Chugeh: Iwill ſingle out T® 
ew 


(8) 
few inſtances, which are enough to ſatiafy 
any reaſonable man, that Bishops. prefided 
over more than one Congregation inthe Pri- 
mitive times. 
Timothy and Titus were made Bisbops by 


S. Paul, the Hrt of Epleſus, the ſecond of | 
Crete. They had the ſame powers given them, 
which — to Bishops, the power 
of Ordination, and the power of Jurisdihi 

@ r Tim. f. 19. On. * Euſebiae aud S. Jerome (ay expreſsly that 
265 they were Bishops of thoſe Churches v, Crete 
1 3 Homer a es, which 
per N. Clarkson underſtands literally and if it 
# Prim. Epic, had a hundred Cities and Chriſtians 3 in each, 
3 then certainly it had more than could meet 
ein dne eongregution. It is obſervable. that 
Titus was order d by S. Paul to Ordain El- 
Ae, which i is an Argument that 


I „ 5. ders * w 
þ there were Chriſtians in every 


City-. 


There is no doubt to be made Abit, but 
there were a great many Congregations in 


Epbeſus, and that part of Aa which be- 
d. to it: We ate told that Paul tarry d 
there and preacbh d the Goſpel for twoyears and 
| three months in publick, and private ;; that all 
var g. f io. they which dwelt in Aſia heard iti; that fear 
"fell upon all the Jews and Gretks that dwelt in 
Eypbeſus; and that the name F the Lord Fefus 
4 75 was 


A 15 


6s - ( 9 ) 
was magnify'd*, that the word of God anightil ven 
” . and Demetrius all e . bv. 20. 
ſnit hs that they ſaw and heard, that not aloneat 
Epheſus, hat almosT throughout all Aſia, Paul had 4 
1 perſwaded and turn d away much people. n 
Alter Tinotiys death we find Oneſimus in his 
pace; for he is ſaid to be Bishop of Epbeſus 
+ by Jgnativs his Contemporary. & p-5tth 
St. Chry/ſoflometells us that zhe Apoſiles com- 
mitted a City of twenty Myriads, or 200, oo to 
5 the cure f Ignatius, whom they made Bishop of 
1 Cerrnelius who was Bishop of Rome in St. G 22 71 
| pPirian s time calls the Clergy under him, 4 great 22 
a multitude and ſo neceſi an to tbe Church, and coy inJ 
ſaies they had the direction of a very great and in- A 
numerable people ; by which you may gueſs at ;3re. a 
the largeneſs of his Dioceſe : ofthe many Con- 
gregations there; you may be further inform d 2 28 
in Dr. Maurice s Vind. ofthe Prim. Ch. p. 54.5 5. == + 
1. 458. &c, 1 B 
„ St. Cyprian himſelf you know was Bishop of 
2 | Carthage and Metropolitan; and how many 
thouſands of Chriſtians there were in that large 
City in his Maſter Tertullians time, if you have 
a mind to be ſatisfy d, you may look in his Trea- 
tiſe ad Scapulem, 
| From theſe inſtances (and you may be fur. 
nisk'd with many more out of the * 
3 B tion 


= 


(10) 

ith aa tion d books ) it ſufficiently appears that a 
Fax might Bishop in Primitive times was Paſtor of more 
Eee than one fingle Congregation: 
pk "Wherefore ſinèe our Diöcefan Behops, as' 
ies, ſuch, are lawful Bishops, and an unneceſſary 


s in length 


. deſertion of them is Schiſm i in the ſenſe of the 
there er Ancients ;' fince*they ate not chargeable! with 
x Ep. 42. Hereſy, Apoſtacy, or Immorality*, and do not im- 
©: be Poſe any ſinful terms of Communion ; the de- 
£5». ſertion of them is unneceſſary and the deſerters 
5 8 are Schiſmaticks. And fince the Occaſional 
r p.Conformiſt does adhere to thoſe who deſert 
Niza or them, and uſurp the Miniſterial Office; ſo as to 
ik account their Miniſtry lawful, and to > partake 
with them in their Ordinances, he i is guilty of 
TS Schiſm likewiſe. —- 
I The aforemention'd Author tells us, that if : 
b by Schiſm be meant a bare difference in Ju- 
A tiſdiction, then our Exempted Churches are 
OY a Schiſmarical; becauſe they are not ſubje& to 
Epiſcopal juriſdiction p- ft What if they 
were? That would not excuſe the Conventicles 
from Schiſm: But there is this difference be- 
tween them, and the Cenventicles: The Mini- 
ſters of them are ordain'd by Bis hops: They 
Subſeribe to the Articles of the Church; Uſe the 
ſame form of Prayer, the ſame Rites and Cere- 
monies with thoſe that are under Epiſcop al Ju- 
riſdiction, and take i ir * a defect in the Conti 


tution, 


ws 

ſtituxion, that they are not immediately ſubje& 
to the Bishop of that Dioceſe in which their 
Parishes are, whom they would willingly ſubmit 
to, if it pleas d the Government ſo to order it. 
But the pretended Miniſters of the Conventi- 
cles either were not Ordain d by Bishops; or if 
they were, they have deſerted them, and deny 
+; their Authority over them; They shew their 
diſobedience to them by ſetting g up Aſſemblies 
contrary to the Canons of the Church. They 
account the Common Prayer either unlawful or 
very unedifying; and are againſt the Rites and 
Ceremonies which are appointed to be us ud | in 
Divine, Service. 
And upon this account of diſobedience to es 
: Bickogs : and their uſurping-the authority of 

| Miniſters, they are Schiſmaricks , as much as 
the Novatians and Donat iſts were; nay rather 
| more; for though they oppos'd:their lawfubBi- 
7” chops, they never pretended to ſet up oppoſite 
So Churches without Bishops*: but were ſo far of 58 8 
ES. the ſame opinion withthe Orthodox, that they S. 2 
1 thought the Office of a Bishop was efſential = 
their conſtitution. And this is all that need be 
aid to the parallel which chis Author would 
make between Exemptions and Conventicles. 
As to what he ſays concerning the difference 
of; worshipin a Cathedral and>a'Pacish-Ch. that 
is {orcifling,char one: would: think a man of parts 

| B 2 should 


E an cſtablich'd Church is Schiſm. I have shew'd 


( 12 ) 
should not urge it: 'Tis ſufficient to ſay, that the 


and ſaid in the other ;the ceremonies the ſame, 
as tokneeling, ſtanding &c. and in both theſe, 
there is a conformity to the rules of the Church: 
whereas their — and worship are 
maintain d in oppoſition and: diſobedience to- 


* 
He ſpeaks very contemptuouſly of the notion 
which he ſays, our Modern Engliſh Divines have 
of Schiſm, wiz: that. tis anunneceflary ſepara- 
<Stion "wo a lawful eſtablish d Church: He 5 
tis plain that tis no Scripture · notion of 
«Schiſm , for the Corinthians. were guilty of 
8 Schiſm, when they were gather d together p. 
56. By a lawful Church, I ſuppoſe be means a 
2 _ cans x and . a · 
to the Laws of Chri is "FJ 
and I ſay an unneceſſary . from ſuch 


before that ſeparation aggravates the Schiſm:: 
If the people of England came together to one 
place-as the — — did, and ſome should 
contend that there ought to be three Orders of 
men ſet a part fordivine Service, Biſbops, Presby. 


ſervice is the ſame, though tis ſung in one place 


ters and Deacons: Others that there ld be 


only two, ſome should be againſt Forms of Pray-- 
— for them; ſome should be for * 
Geremonicsto, be us'd in divine Service; Others 

againſt: 


thers ſhould think they were not oblig d to it; 


Fighting does expoſtulations and remonſtrances. 
nicate with all Churches that are lawful: Tho 


thing that does more effectually deſtroy peace 
& unity amongſt Chriſtians than ſeparation. If | 


grounds will be endleſs; becauſe: (unleſs YOU f 54 


 isSehiſ;and 2 ſeparation from a lawfal Chnrch 


| (13) 
againſtthem, ſome ſhould be for yieldi 


ence to the injunctions of their Superiors ; O. 


This would be Schiſm ; but tis much greater 
now ; There is now an open rupture, and it ex- 
ceeds the former eaſe, as much as War and 


I take every Chriſtian to be oblig d to Commu 


a Church has ſome defects and imperfections in 
it, yet if they are ſuch as do not make my Com- 
munion with it finful, I am oblig d to communi- 


oate with it becauſe I am oblig d, if it be pofſbble 
and as much as hes in me, to preſerve unity and 


to live peaceably with all nen; and I kn. no- +32 


may ſeparate from a Church becaule it is not te 
beſt conſtituted Church?, ſeparation upon theſe dnn 


can ſuppoſe all people to be of one opinion) o- 


thers will think that Diſſenting Church, which 


Ieleave to, to be defective, and will ſet up an 
other, and others another; as we found by ſad 


experience here in England between 40 and 60. 


Wherefore ſince a breach of unity and peace 


is ſuch a breach; therefore a ſeparation: from a 
lawfulEhurch is Sehiſm: and the Schiſm is the 


(14) 
more dangerous, becauſe tis likely to increaſe 
-and multiply; for as I juſt now ſaid, becauſe men 
differ in their judgements, as much as they do 
in their taſteand relish of things; for the ſame 1 
reaſon that we ſeparate from a lawful Church, 
| becauſe we think it is not the beſt conſtituted 
38. Church *; Others will — from us, and 
3 from them. 
And Thus I hope I have in ous meaſure 
eas it evident, notwithſtanding all that this 
Writer has advanc to the contrary, that the 
Diſſenters are guilty of Schiſm ; whether we 
conſider it as explain d in the Scriptures, or in EF: 
the writings of the Fathers, or by our Modern | 
English Divines; and as I: laid 1 becauſe 
the Occaſional Conformiſts joyn and partake 
with them in all parts of their worship. * 
are Schiſmaticks too. 
250. They are guilty of Hypocriſy. 1 agree 
with this Author that a Hypocrite is one whoſe 
actions are inconſiſtent with his Principles , and . 
bPag. 48. that be is conſcious that they are ſo *: and I shall Key 
prove that Occaſional onformity is incon- 
fiſtent with che Principles ofa Diſſenterj as thex/ 
are laid down by him, and that he is conſcious 
to himſelf of it. He ſays ce tis a principle of the 
Diſſenters, that if they dont worship God in 
(their way, whilſt they think it more acceptable 
. tlran that eftablish d by Law, > 


e 


() 
« are worſe than Atheiſts p.6. They think it their 
cc indiſpenſable duty to . from a Church 
« which abridges them of any- Liberty, which 
Chriſt has allow'd of &c. and to joyn to other 
< Chriſtian ſocieties p. 7. They think it neceſ- 
4 ſary to ſeparate from a Church, which has ſo 
: © many unneceſſary rites ;- to aſſert their free 
dom from all humane impoſitions, whieh they 
take to be an incroaàchment on the divine 
eight of our Lord and Saviour; and ſome of 
1 * them are not only novel and fanciful, but cor- 
 *rupt too. p. 8. They cannot, without a mani- 
8 «1h diſobedience 15 our: Lord, live without 
< joyning with other Churches p. 9. There are 
i thoſe among the Diſſenters who think that 
tho they are oblig d by virtue of theſe Princi- 
les to joyn with ſeparate Chriſtian Societies, 
yet that they ought to joyn with the Church 
@ . England in ſome parts of her Worship; be- 
cauſe they think the Church of England a good 
* and bfi Chuteh Ke. p. 12 
Here firſt you fnaybbſerve the inconſiſtency 
of theſe Principles; he that thinks himſelf — 
than an Atheiſt, if he worship God in the way 
that is eſtablish d by Law tkat rhinks it an. in. 
diſpenſable dot) te ſeparate from à Church, 
that incroaches upon the divine rigꝭt of our Sa- 
viour; that otherwiſe he is guilty y of manifeſt 


dilobedience ta our Lord: eat the ſame time 
thinks. 


(6) 
chinks the Ch. of Engl. a good & lawful Church, 
xxx that he ought to joyn with it in ſome parts of 
her worship, upon ſome occafions; i. e. in receiv- 
ing the H. Euchariſt, which is the principal part 
of her worship, andthe trueſt Teſt of Communi- 
on with her; inaſmuch as he that receives the H. 
Euchariſt with the Church of Engl. does thereby 
declare himſelf to be a member of that Church; 
and he that alwaies refuſes it, renounces Com- 
munion with her. Now can a man at the ſame 
time think it an innocent thing to hold Commu- 
nion with the Church of England, and yet think 
himſelf worſe than an Atheiſt if he worship God 
in the ſame way that ſhe does? Can he think it 
his indiſpenſable duty to ſeparate from the 
Church, that otherwiſe he is guilty of manifeſt 
diſobedience to our Lord, and at the ſame time 
ſeriouſly acknowledge himſelf a member of it by 
participating with it in the moſt ſolemn part of 
its worship? Theſe are ſuch contradictions as 
can never be reconcil'd in any mans mind, 
; Wherefore 25. if the OccafionalConformiſts 
imbrace the former principles ( which is moſt 
likely, becauſe they ſtatedly diſſent from the 
eſtablish'd Church) they cannot admit the latter: 
and if not: then their Conformity to the Church 
of England is inconſiſtent with their principles; 
which inconſiſtency they are conſcious to them- 
ſelves of, and conſequently they are * 
5 or 


(17 ) 7 £ 
For at theiſame time that they joyn with the 
Church in that part of its wotship; Which is the 
moſt ſolemn indieation of their Communien 
with her, they think it their indiſpenſable duty 
to leparate from her, that other wiſe they are 
guilty of manifeſt: difobedienceroour Lord. n 
hut the Author teltt us that ice xhe Occaſional 
« « Colformilts do not conform te that from 
which they diſſent; they never joyn in an 
impoſit ions; corruptions or defects 
5 — ͤ nn 4 
Hoyning in other parts of che eſtablis d d Oh,0it! 
«which are not faulty in thele feſpechlg the 
ſethe reaſons that are e for a ſepararion 
from the Church: domt make it -unlawfabfory | 
| a roirective che lid » Supper kent. 
ing e.. u AD. K's 
Anſi. If che imkhon of] a Form of pi prayer Rs 
ofikneeling be; an lineroachment om the divine 
2 W pep brü and Sdviour has tolgive Lai 
to his church; which» is tlie firſt reaſon that this 
Author gives for a neceſſity of a Diſſenter's ſepa- 
rating from the Church; A Phe takes himſelf to 
be more ſtrordghyiobligh to aſſert his Liborcy | 
againſt. the impoſitiomof this Certmdmy in pats 
ticular, becauſe it being novel and ue pb rhe 
| impoſition ol it is an uſuf pation u 


pon men's 
Conſeiences; certainiy he mult be debat d rem 


ever aer &;icomcarring th ity -aboecing _ 


( 18) 
and giving it any countenance; If he takes an in 
croachment on the divine right of o, Lord and 
Saviour ta be a ſin (as certainly it is) & therefore 
thinks it his duty to ſeparate from. the Church, 
which he ſuppoſes to be guilty of this incroach- 
ment and uſyrpation; Can he think it lawful 
upon ſame oecaſions to abet, and coneur tathis 

(Tim. 5:23, 85313 — 3 
meg 5.22. FER 5 int, and te ahi from ail appearance of 
eni ! 20 It chen we think that. receiving the Sacra- 
mont in the Qhurch kneckng;has-dny appear⸗ 
ancs of exil, and thereby we. give: countenance 
to, and partake with other Co ought 
abrajes to abſtain from it; eſpecially ſince (asl 
int ĩmated before) che reception of the H. Sacra: 
ment has-alwaies been accounted fſera Grfjun- 
bolum Communionis, ſo that He that receives it 
with the Church of Exgi is ſappos& to profeſs 
himſelf a member of it; and implicitely to de- 
_ clare;his aſſent ta it's, Doctrine and Diſcipliia | 


ons corrupt, an incroachment.anthe divine right 
of om Saviour, and an uſurpation upon men's 


geinſt his Conſcienct, inconſiſtent with thoſe 
Principles, and conſequently he is a Hypocrite. 
refolv'd:ta free 


But further, this Fs. being 
een nal Conformiliaomtherim imputation 


« ** , fte S8. Poul was 


And if at the ſame time be thinks ite injunfti» 


conſciences ;; 55 the aforemientiand. action tf & 


y a shadow of 


(19) 


te an Occaſional Conformiſt, and S. Peter an Oc- J 


 <Ecafional Noncon:ormiſt; that the Former held 
e Communion. ftaredly with Societies of con- 
ce yerted Gentiles - and occafionally with the 
« eftabliſh'd Church of the Jews, whoſe conſti. 


<tution and worſhip was widely different from 
e thoſe Societies; Ta ſaies till ir be prov'd that 


e theeſtabliſh'd Church of the Reformed Jews, "9 1 


and the Diſſenting Aſſemblies of the Reform- 
Led Gentiles, don t bear 2 proportion to the 


« Eſtablisbd and Diſſenting Churches in Eng- ö 


ct land; or that the —_— of S. Pauls {tated 


« diflent and occaſional Conformity don't bear "3 


et an exact proportion to the ſtated ſeparation 
< and Occafional Conformity of the Diflencers, 


They deſire to be excus'd, it they take this to 


© et an Apoſtolical example which they arc ob- | 
lig d toimitatep. 14.15. 


 Anſw. After our Saviour's Paſſion and the de 
ſcent of the H. Ghoſt upon the Apoſtles, They 
were imployd to gather, and form a new 
Church; the A. of which were to be ſard 
not by che works of the Law, but by Faith in 
Chriſt Jeſus. The Rites and Ceremonies which 
were commanded by the Jewish Law, being on- 
ee to come, and typical 
. of our Saviour and the Goſpel-ſtate, were now 
accomplish'd and their obligation ceaſed : But 
becauk they were of divine Inſtitution, the 

8 1 Apoſtles 


( 26 ) 
Apoſtles were willing they should have a decent 
ſepulture; (as S. Auſtine ſajes)that they should 
not immediately be rejectecl; but Wear off by 
degrees, and that time should be given to the 
Jews, Who had fo long preſcription for them, 
to ſatisfy themſelves that there was no neceſſi- 
© 5. 4». ty for their continuanceꝰ: Accordingly they per- 
2 Sitred them the uſe of them, butwould: by no 
A ene me means ſuffer them to be impos d upon the Gen. 
Cr tiles, or allow them to be neceſſary to ſalvationꝰ. 
Dial. This Do@rine, S. Paul being the Apoſtle of 
. the Gentiles, did ftrenuouſly maintain; but be- 
ing a Jew himſelf, he uri no ſcruple of keep- 
ing the Law, as other Jews did, as we find Acts 
21. 26; He went to the Synagogue every Sab- 
bath 18 18. 4 ; He circumcisd* Timothy be- 
cauſe his Mother was a Jeweſs Acts 16. 4; but 
 refus'd to circumciſe: Titus becaule he was a 
Greek (i i. e. by — Mother) Gal: 2. 3. 
No let us fee whether a parallel may be 
drawn between 8. Paul, and an Occafional Con- 
formiſt. 

S. Paul, being 2 Jew: conform d tothe Jewish 
Church, after he was converted to the Faith of 
the Goſpel; but having a Commiſſion from our 
Saviour, to convert the Gentiles to the Chriſti- 
an Faith, he forbad them to obſerve the Jewish 
5 becauſe they were never oblig d to it. 
An Occaſiona! Conformiſt ſometimes hears a 
Sermon 


Jkt 
Sermon , and receives the Sacrament in the 
Church of England, perhaps to qualify himſelf 
for an Office, or imployment in the State; but 
generally ſeparates from the Church, becauſe 
he thinks it incroaches upon the divine right of 
our Lord and Saviour, by humane impoſitions; 
ſome of which are not only novel, and fanciful, 
4 but corrupt tov. Did S. Paul conform if this 
| manner to the Jewiſh worsbip ? Did he think it 
an indiſpenſable duty to ſeparate from the-Chri- 
ſtian Jews: becauſe they ſubmitted. to humane 
impoſitions, which were both fanciful and cor- 
rupt? Has the Occafional Confoi miſt a call from 
Chriſt to gather a Church in this Nation with a 
commiſſion to forbid them to obſerve the Rites 
of the Church, becauſe the obligation of them 
18 expir d? Did S. Paul diſobey thoſe that rul d 
over him in the Lord, and conform to thoſe 
who ſet up oppoſite Aſſemblies to theirs ? In 
that Church which this Author calls the eſta- 
bli ſhd Church of the Reform d Jews; the obſer · 
vance of thoſe Ceremonies which were enjoyn d 
by the Law was left wholly indifferent by the 
Apoſtles for reaſons before- mention d; but the 
obſervance of ours is for as good reaſons com- 
manded b our Superiors; viz-agreeabl- to S. 
Paul s Rules, Let all things be done 10 edifying, 
and Let all things be done decently and in or- 
der*, The Church of the Gentiles was gather d 2 
C 3 5 and Y 


n: this Author with great confidence implies *. 


e cated occaſional 


(22) 
and ſctled by the Apoſtles, who had immediate 
authority %. fa God for what they did: But the 
Miniſters of the ſeparate Allemblies cannot pro- 
duce any immediate commiſſion from Chriſt , 
nor thew it us in the Scriptures; Nay on the 
contrary they are © gu nilty of manifeſt —— 
to thoſe rules, which enjoyn unity and peace 
T amongſt Chriſtians,and ſubmiſſion tothe autho- 
rity of our Superior s. 
And now | appeal to any indifferent Reader, 
whether the fir Chriſtian Jews, and Chriſtian 
Gentiles, bear any proportion to our cſtablish'd 
Church, and the — nti Aſſemblies or whe- 
ther the caſe of S. Paul bears an exact ropor- 
tion to that of our Occaſional Conformi which 


Again, If there be any members of the Church 
of England who think the Churches of the Diſ- 
ſenters to be good and lawful, he incourages 
them to Occafional Nonconformity ; - which he 

ſales is ſapported by the examp 4 of S. Peter, 

ho was a ſtated Lede with the Jew- | 
_ <jsþ Church eſtablish'd by Law, but communi- 


ly with ſeparate Aflemblies 
* ofReform'd Gentiles, who were for ſome time 


held Schiſmatical ,, becauſe they would not 


« {after the Ceremonies, nor Conſtitution of the 
Jewish Church to be impos d upon them; 

I tho' mightily urg d to them by the Governors 
Pay, 15: of the Reformed Jewish Church”. a Anſw. 


— they might win their brethrenover to a wordhip — 


fſtlea, that was made choice of to 


623 
- Anſw..S. Paul was as much a ſtated Comm 
nieant with the Jewiſh Church as $1 Peter; They 
both conformd to the Jewisb worsup, that 


that was more Spiritual, ta which 9770 knew 
the fbrmer in time muſt vie. 
FT bo S. Paul fates that the Golpet of theCir- 
” cameifion was committed to Peter, and the 
ſpel of Uncircumciſion to himſelf 5 © WhenTe « Gal. 2. 7: 
Lfappoſe this Author inſers that the one was a 
ſkated Communicant wih the Jewish Church the 
| othernot: yet this is tobe underſtopd as GSW. 
eas es 1d yg] H ν,ð It Ws. Pe: . b Com. is ! 
ter sProvinee chactly to 3 9s. thecconvet* .. ; 
 fioniof the Jews, & S. Panl's ofthe Gedtales: Bur 
we know that 8. Peteswadighd Gelb of the M 
preach he 
Goſpel to the Gentiles; that he had a Vifiogof 
2 Sheet pn tohim full of alliforrs off Beaſts, 
clean; and unclean*y byhuibich he vanitounider «a2: 
ſtuncl that the Geatiles were corbereceiy'd: intd 
the Peculium. Accordinglyhe dechs'd that in 
every Nation he that fear u Gid-aiid work Ang, 
enfnefs: wits: 2 


caepred& with him; and cn hd. 
ed Cornelius ther Centurion to be bp with = 
other Gentiles : He was the firſt that role up | 
at: the Counail of, Feraſalm, and confronted 
thoſe ofthe ſeſbſ the Phariſees, whoeanghtthat - 
ir "way a Circumale the brethren and 

; to. 


„ 

Socommand them to keep the Law of M6fes 5 
And on the other fide we are told in the Acts of 
1 Apoſtles that S. Paul converted ſeveral 
A 38-24 Jews v. Both were equally ſatisfyd that the par- 
tition- wall was broken don and that God had 
admitted the Gentiles into his Church, and that 
they with the Jews were to be one: Flock under 
done Shepherd. But (as L faid before) bots, ſtill 
conform d to the Jewish worship (tho without 
any opinion af che noceſſity of the ceremonial 
pęeirtiof it) tkat they might not give offene cb 
3 De cn pete d with a ſtrong 
opinion of the perpetuity of it's obligation; but 
. they would not ſuftenit to E pont 8 
J. ani! iv was dach Yoke: 25 * difcor: 
räge them fram d mbracing the Chriſtian Religi- 
ongatir were anhex d to itt. 
eee far aa RVE HHve deferlenmedb ids Merke 
1 n ννmiterthe i chi Religion; and fut was 
his behaviour ĩoreſprſt: of che: Beutile Chriſti- 

- ans; whom he: knew to be feceivd 1 into the 
Church, as well as the ews © eee, s. 
bndeschtliis gr eat A Dim ene inſtance was 
doo iudulgent to che Jews; when for fear of 
chem he withdrew-and ſeparated. himſelf from 
thoſe with whom the: had eaten and.convers'd 

before; and S. Paul reptovesiſinitossits ; z be: 
cauſe it look'd a if he had anopinion ot che 
conti- 


404.2. 


(35) 
continuance of the Jewish Law; which 8. Paul 
knew he had not, and there was great danger 

that it would give occafion of offence to "the 
weak brethen amongſtthe Gentiles. 

This was the ſecond inſtance of human frail- 
ty which it pleaſed God should be diſcoverd 
in this eminent inſtrument of his glory; proba- 

| dlz chat he night. not be exalted above mea- 
ſure. 
| Having premis'd ſo much concerning 5. Pe- 
* ters cotidutt in relation to the 2 Gen- 
tile Converts; let us ſee how far there may be 
a compariſon made between him and an G. 
fional Nonconformiſt here in England. 
The Author ſuppoſes the Occaſional Non- 
confor miſt to think the Churches of the Diflen- 
ters to be good and lawful, but the Church of ß 
England to be the beſt*. St. Peter did not think «Pug 15 
che Jewish Church as not reform d from the 
Jewish Ceremonies, with which he ſaies > 
was a ſtated Communicant, to be the beſt; nay - 
ſo far as it accounted thoſe Ceremonies —ê 
ſary to be obſerv d, he deem d it erroneous and 
| wok; as you may infer from Acts 15. 
S8 . Peter knew that the Gentiles were receiv d 
into Chriſts Church as well as the Jews; and 
therefore thought it indifferent to communi- 
cate with either. The Occafional Nonconfor- 
miſt, * profeſſes himſelf to be a ſtated _— 
D r 


= to another rule of the Apoſtle ; Obey then, that 


(46) 
berof the Church of Eng land, and conſequently 
2 acknowledges. ts Atnicles. and Canons to be 
good, and. Warrant eg. H. che Scriptures, can by 
no means juſtify his Communicating with the 
Separatiſts, who being impugners of the Go- 
vernment of the Church by Bishops, and of the 
Rites and Ceremonies, eſtablish d in 8 ex. 
cated ipſo facto Can. 6. 1 - 
S8. Peter knew that the 3 = the 
Maſaick Law -bejng:falfill'd:in our Saviour, and 
their obligation ceafing; it was jodifpiens: to ule 


on not to uſetheni : But che Occaſional Nancon- | 
formiſt being a ſtated Communicant of the 


Church 1 land knows that the Ceremonies = 
of gun che Orhich are agree able to the fore- 


megtiqn d rules: of the Apoſtle, and haye-. no A 
nalogy which thoſe injoyn d by the Moſaick 


Law). are commanded by our Superiors; and 
therefore ought to — d wich according 


. rule over you, ana ſubmit your ſelves; and from 
this he may eaſily — de, that this Occaſio. 
dal Communion with the Separatiſts, ho re- 
fuſe conformity to them, is a partaking with 
them in their, finful diſobedience... + © - 
I am very weary of this odious compariſon; 3 
believe by what have ſaidd it appears; that, not- 
withitanding the attempt of this Author, and 


5 Gthers, toliken their Oecaſional Saints to theſe 


rwo- 


(27) 


two: great Apoſtles, and of ſome 


our himſelf; chatithdyrare. guilty of Schiſnriand! 

Hypocriſy; and:if ſo, rheir compariſon ws pro- 

| pune and impious. 

Thus I have gone Through what I firſt pro- 
pos d. having na latention to merkdle wirh tht 
particular Controvtrſy betwixtthis Author and 

that worthy Gentleman hom he pretend to 

anſwer, viz. concerning the right which the 

Oecaſional Conformiſts bens to a Toleration; 


and the ſeaſonableneſs or unfeaſonableneſs ofa * 


Law againſt them; My deſign was only toshew 


that they are guilty of Schiſm and Hypocriſy, | 
and l heartily wish that thoſe whoare concern d 


in the accuſation, would ſeriouſly confider of 
the, hainouſneſs' we danger of theſe two ſins. 


But becauſe he has ſome affertions befides 
cheſs which I have 8 which have 2 


near affinity and connexion Wih themz Shall 


inquire into the truth f . WA 
y”u to no further trouble. 305 

He ſays p. 23. 24. that *No nb ny au- 
hs thority, either to oblige another by a Lawto> 
believe any ſpeculative Article; or to approve 
<of any. particular mode of worslip; or elſe 
to undergoa penalty: The Magiſtrate has no 
20 8 becauſe his Province extends 
*no furtherthan the Lives; Liberties, and pro- 
. of Mankind in 'general,addofhis Sub- 


D 2 Ljedcts 


# * 


to our Sari. . Anthe nk 


a Virtue e. 


Iedts in particular; but cannot reach to 
Jof Faith and Worthip; z which as they are not 


Chas no 


ap. 33: 24- 


the Church any ſuch Authority ; 


(28) 


denne 


ec the ends of Civil Society, cannot be the mat- 
ter of the enacting part of any Law. Nor has 


ſince her 
power does not extend tu Mens lives, liber- 


E tyes and propertyes, which muſt be affected 


by the N a Law. Nor have they both 
> together ſuch a power: For che Church has 
no power to make any ſuch Article, ſince she 
Legiſlative Authority, and is reftrain'd 
barely to the execution of thoſe Laws, out 
Lord has left us &c.· 


Anſw. The Magiſtrate s Province, he ſaies, 


cannot reach to any points of Faith and Wor. 5 


ship, becauſe as they are not the ends of civil 


4. rel e a the end of Society is to live well and bappih; 
This then is the cad of Laws; and it cannot be 
the matter of them; becauſe the matter of a 


_ they cannot be the matter of the enact- 
ing part of any Law ; Wherefore the ends of 
civil ſociety, muſt be the matter of a Law. 

But now Laws being made for the good of 
the Society; That which is the end off Society 
is the end of Laws too. Arifforle tells us that 


Law, muſt be the object ofa mans choice ; but 


tis not in a man's choice whether he would be 


happy or no; All men naturally aim at happi- 
neks ; cho the means by which-they indeayonr | 
to 


( 29 ) 
to attain to it, are very different. Wherefore..tis 
abſurd to ſa y, that Tach andi worship as altey 
are not the — of civil Society, cannot be tha 
matter of a Law; for ifthey were, they would 
be coincident wich — tiry and therefore 
could not. But now if Faith: and gor ship be 
conſider d as means which comdaaadt to the ends 
ol civil Society, then they maybe made the 
matter of a Law; becauſe the: Civil Magiſtfate 
may command us any thing that will promote 
the happineſs, and welfarenfthe Prblick: No- 
thing is more likely to procure the? happinefſs 
of a — than « belief, and practice of true 
| Religion: Wherefore it primarily concerns the 
CivitMagiftrate ro take Care that That be. elta- 
bliſh d and maintain d. 
We find the Jewish and Chriſtian Kings ap- | 
[ ly d themſelves to this as the moſt important 
buß uſineſs of their Government; Lou ſee in the 
Old Teſtament hat a zealous concern David, 
Solomon, Faria, and Joſtab, ſhew'd for the 
true worship of God, and how many Laws they 
made relating to it; and what Laws Juſtinian 
and Tbeodoſ us made for the defence and prote- 
Sion of the Chriſtian Church, we axe ballicient- 
ly inform'd in their xeſpe Qtive Codes. -4.64Y 
This Author ſaies“ — any 2 | 
«ty to oblige another. bya Law, co n Any | 
Llpeculative Article. OPapam 


D 3 Anſi. 


|  <Hotiety, 


(30 
Anf. 40%. Ib believe in God and to believe in 
9 lacive Artirles; & I would 


5 


in have a true rraagiven why: che Civil; Ma- 
giltcate should not 2 


8 fince the practice of all virtues 


depends opdn;chems{ — to him Abhe» 
. Infidels:have a right to be toletated; 


and they were, no doubt of it, the) 


make g flourishing Common: wealth: 


a Com- 


mon-awealthicanfugfift'wichour Juſtice and Chas - 
rf, and thele Viiturs he duly prifticd, with. 


oud ar ſenſe and achnowdedg ment oß the true ro 
ligion-; tllen have thoſe — dns 2 


right to be colerated: ut if the contrar: rymhich, 
everyebnfideri 


be look d upon as enemies to the phblick, ani 


N and Rebels. 
Again No man, he ſays, thing any Authority 
td Sblige another by a Law, to approut of any 


particular mode of worship*. Why not? for the 
him to be- 


ſame reaſon, that he cannot oblige 
eve any ſpeculative Article: wz. Poi nts of 
©Worship likewiſe are not the ends of Civil 
and therefore cannot be the matter 
of the enacting 


end of Civil Society the great Philoſopher has 
bern usdbove, 


if che eltablishment of e particular modes of 
worship 


orce the belief of theſe 


ing nu muſt allow, the are to 


ought with as mucli reaſon to be aa as 


part of any Law *. What is the 


vi T Cdxwnaty alan; Now 


( 32 ) 


worship be a means * end; then 
thoſe — modes of; Worshig map be the 
matter of a Law, aud enſoyn danger a penalty. 
Uniformity in the modes, andicixcumltantials of 
worship, preſerves. the degency.amd ſglemnity 
aft; and is Gans: £9; Promoter ynitys.9nd 
concord, in the, members 
in che time of Divine Serviee; lam e shui tie, 
others ſtand, others walk, ſuchdifterentgefures 
would; occafign, great diſturbance. and{Fanfuſe 

on; and aue e deren berfeen aged es 


worship is, likely.te-precite- Gad bg ee 


7 a Nation; and 


not ling tends 406: promote the 
happineſs "my welfare of it more, chan unity ang 


Magiſtrate ta- olige bis Sybjc@s by n 
ſuch. a decent performance; and why he 


ce rent: The advantage of che baviety being th 


f t and qeaſnre * indifferent 
things gught not to be ele matter of LA 
pa = ſenſe of — nt Put it med: 


00 Syllogiſm 


Thar on —— mn 
1 dende ke aden 


2 dog 


tht Society. x 


Indiffe- 


e Rhurthg far = 


. | think. it highlyf concerns — 7 


not affix a penalty to the Law, — is Au- 
thor nor I can give anꝝ reaſon. Indeed hᷣe offats 
at gne p-26tbgwhichis verywell worth ont eta} 
mination. No man, he ſays has reaſon toms 

4 force things own'd: to = perfectly indifie- 


ar bf e 


e 1 


(32) 

- -Indifferent things do not tend to the ad- 
eres ofitheGociery.,) 25 io 
'"'"Brgo'thlflerunit'thing ; Sight nor to be 

the matter of La -Wũ oo 
Iden the Minor. Taiferencrhings: are fuck as 
debe o nature are neither morally good nor 
evil, but becoche goed or evil to us as They are 
commanded qr ibired by our Superiors; & 
there ke many ſuch which tend to the advan- 
_ rageof the Sdeisty Thus burying in Wollen; the 
receiving of Vor 4. for & Poſt- letter are neither 
morally good no evil in themſelves; yet our wiſe 
Legiſlators have thoaght fit tomake theſe and 
many more ſuch things the matter of Laws; and = 
bie his as a reaſon in the preamble: of choſe 
Eaws, that the limitation or determination of 
| them does very much conduce to the advantage 
of the publick : And as to indifferent things in 
divine Worship, I have juſtnow shewn how uſe- 
ful the determination of them is to the Church, 
and therefote there is as mueh realon that theſe 
should be the matter of Ecclefiaſtical Laws, as 
the other of Political. - 

Thus having werd this Author s argument 
againſt indifferent things being the matter of 
Laws, I don't think his wit that follows worth 
— notice of. 
lu the next Paragraph he tells us, that 10 That 
4 2 that Magiſtrates cave an undoubted 


& riohr 


(32) 
night to command Omnia Hy & þ ali 
dene 2 greit deal of "miſchief that Kin 
« onglit tb be ſubſtiruted in the e it, that 
e they have an de dert. right to command 
© Omnia: juſa & utilis- But now if That be- 0 
| Liettkm'which is not diſagreeable hplany Lay, 
and may be juftly commatided'; and neun 
and utile ate reciprocal, as T; ully i in his Offices 
2] frequently aſſerts: Icannot ſee how the former 
5 Maxim ſhould have done ſo much miſchief, „ Or 
why the latter should be ſubſtiraced | in It's room. | 
But if the Author underſtands Gta and bo- 
neſta in oppoſition to juſta and utilia, viz, that 
they may be injuſta and inutilia; 1 ra 2 
15 body it has laid down ſuch a "Maxim , 
en die it to be 4” Chintra of his own. m 
All the writers about Laws that IT have — 
hold it neceffary that they ſhould be made for 
che good of the Community; and thon A be 
granted that That which is bonefts 
5 inutile, yet it ſeems abſürd, that 
EE» boneflum hould be i juſtum. 8 75 Teo 
I fee that his Maxim il de N leryice t. to 
1 the publick chan the former. 
But he ſaies, . If the former were the mea ire 


«of the Magiſtrates Authority, bien Laws 
Of come to be no wiſer, thay. l hat 47 * 


We &. But do fu l 
ſpeaks of mm nefta are = 
reputable 


* 
* — . , ̃ ]˙ !QXXX —˙¾³ Ü re 


(34) 


5 reputable or creditable. ; he cannot ſay that 


* 


r the pore jon of Cobwebs or Mice, &c*..come 
2 


und! that Claſſe. But 5 5 
poſe this Maxim, that the 


right to command omnia licita & honefta, he 


to leſſen, and ex- 


Sella, : but they: were an 

zu Aa För einne. ener 
Avery great honour a reſpe&shewn to God. 
Almighty, whoſe ranks wit 
*crees of women, which injoyn'd a thouſand 


© © fays, «TheJewish Lau did injoyn fiataand lv. 
| | | lerable yoke 162 * 


Who at one time, he ſays, order d all the Cob- 


1 


Lshew! His ſubſtituting jufa and urilia, in the 


room of Ticita and hone/a, after he had urg d 


this inſtance of the Jewish Laws, implies that 
thoſe Laws were unjuſt; to which he deſerves 


another ſort of Argument that that which may 


be brought from reaſon for an anſw 


Prieſts; He ſays If Magiſtrates should exert 


time, for the multiplicity of it's Ceremonies, 
* would be applicable to ours; that the con- 
dition of the Jews was more tolerable than 
93 Hard EY 0 | ISL » 4 | | ce chat 


agiſtrates have a 


hoſe Laws he ranks with the De- 
_ «impertinencies ;.and thoſe of Heliogabalus, 


webs of Rome to be collected, and at another 
* thouſand Mice, &c. to be exhibited at a 


After he has inſinuated this rellallion upon 5 
God himſelf, tis no wonder that he abuſes his 


this Authority in the Church, which the Prieſts 
_ *aredefirous to give them; a Complaint of a 
celebrated Father againſt the Church in his 


˙·— —— — 
XV 


637) 
4 that of the Chriſtians. This is an unjuſt cenſure 
upon the Clergy; becauſe if you may gueſs are 
their minds from their Subſcriptions, they are 3 
very well contented with thoſe few Ceremonies 
that are retaind.in the Church, and with the 
abolishment of that exceſſive multitade, which 
were usd before the Reformation ꝛ aSeethe b 
Thus I have indeavour'd to thew the falfi WELLS | 
of that Poſition, which is confidently laid down e. 
by this Author, that the Civil Ma giſtrate has no r 
Authority either to oblige another by a Law, to and and fome re: 
believe any ſpeculative Article (though it were 
in his power to believe what he would *) or (Ob Pay, 23. 
approve of any particular mode of Wondip, 6 
elſe to undergo a penalty. 
There is another immediately an 7 
which upon examination we Shall find to be 
equally falſe ; It is this; «© The Church like wiſe 
«© has no ſuch power, ſince she has no Legiſla- 
tive Anthority and is reſtrain d barely to the 
* execution of thoſe Laws our Lord has left us. 
Anſw. The Church has no power to coyn any 
new Article of Faith, or to declare any thing 
U to be neceſſary to ſalvation, but what is exprefly 
as ſuch. deliver d in Scripture, or is evidently 
to be deduc d from it: Bur it has power given 
it to deeree Rites and Ceremonies in thoſe fore- 
mention d Texts, Let all things be done to edi- 
Jing; Let all things be done decently and * or- 
E 2 er 5. 


. 
— —  ——— ſ— ——— 
-. 
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(36) 
_ der Colvin hjnlef.cvns that in this later Text 
there is a, power granted to the Church to 
make ſuch Laws as are conducive to good Order 
and 8 in it *. Indeed if S. Paul had not 
given ſuch· a Commiſſion; Reaſan would ſag- 
_ geſt, that gur Saviour lelt it to the 


prudence 


IS — diſcretion of the Governors of the Church, 
to order all things in it that Should. be for the 


edification and' welfare of it: For: fince the 


- _ - outward: whtship of Ged:cannat-be perform'd 
woithout circumſtances, and thoſe circumſtan- 


ces are not ſpecify d any where in the N. Te- 


ſtament; tis a plain indication of our Savi- 


cor 's Will chat 


they should be determin d by che 
Governours of the Church. 
Me find that the Jews ke had "ou ſo par- 
ticularly determining and ſo fully inſtructing 
them in all affairs what to do, did not with · 
ſtanding pra re nata, ena Laws about Eceleſſ- 


Efther 9. 26. aſtical matters; witneſs their Feaſt of Purim“, 


x Mac. 4 


of the Dedication of the Temple ſolemnis d 
by our Saviour himſelf and their Synagogal 
Worship. And if they were allow d to eltablich 
ſuch Laws, who bad the minuteſt circumſtances 
of worship preſcribd them by Moſes: : much 

more ought the Chriſtian Church, ſince it has 
not pleaſed God to give it any commands a4 
bout them 271 0 

The Author ſays * 9 the Church has not any 

WF F «authority 


5 e undergo A penalty, becauſe her power 


civil libe 


their Con 0 th 
does not extend to the 
gument that it is not inveſted with a Legillative 


{wer to the aforemention'd Paradox. 


now, which were conceivd and eſpous'd by 
{ome Enthuſiaſts inthe two laſt A ges; but were 


It muſt needs occaſion very melancholy refle. 


and to perfiſt in | their prejudices, notwithſtand- 
ing the greateſt evidence, and means of convi- 
Aion that can be offerd them. But 1 hope the 


6. 


6 authority ta oblige men to. believe &c. or to 
approve of any-particular mode of worship, or 


A does not extend. to their, lives,, liberties, or 
properties. 


Anſp, The Church can inflict a greater pe- 
nalty "than any of, thoſe that affect men's lives, 


rties, or. properties, vi: it can de- 
nounce excommunication againft thoſe that are 


diſobedient to it's injunctions, which, if they 
have 2 du > ſenſe of it, muſt, 8brewdly altec | 


ore cho its power 
rmer, that is no ar- 


Authority. "TW | 
think he ; been laid is a fulfcient an- 


I am ſorry to find the ſame principles vented 


fully diſprov'd by ſome of our ableſt Divines*. « Arh-Bilbop 


» Biſhop 


on &c. 


ctions to thoſe that are well diſpos'd to this 
chaxch, and Nation, to obſerve mens minds to 
be foimfatmated, 2976 oppoſe rheplaineſtgarks,. 


obſtinacy, and unreaſonableneſs of other men 


will 


— 


(*. 


us from a conſtant adhe- 
herence to thoſe principles which we have. ſa 
happily receive; oy chat we shall lay ont al 
our ſongeh however infoffiticiitir be t to defend 
our Religion which was ſo wiſely ſettled by our 
Fore-Fathers, between che extremes of, Super- 
ſtition and profanenefs. - Above all let us he very 
fervent in our petitiuns to the great Author Und 
Finisher of our Faith, that he will maintain his 
own cauſe, that he will ſtretch out his Arm to 
ſupport and protect his Church, which is now. 
6penly affaulted"by its avow'd Enemies, and 
betray'd and deſerted by it's pretended Friends, | 
0 0 pro yy. for the peace ſtablichmenr and ſecu- 


rity of our . th 9 fell er that \ | 


will never diſc 
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